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OEFEKKEI) DEBATE. ti

Id Houve or Refbeiemtatives, Jttt.* 1, 164«. ft
the tabiff.

Mr. HOUQH was enti led to the floor, end edireasedthe committee u follow*: ^
' Mr. Cmaibman: The time ha* arrived when lam
«k>u to be railed upon to give my vole upon th*
queation under consideration; and aa I deem it one u
of the most important measure* of the session, would n

aak the indulgence of the committee whilst I briefly b
submit tome of the reason* for the vole I am about r>

u> give. The subject, sir, ha* been *o fully and e

ably discuaaed,not only here but before the country, p
from the day of ita passage to the present time, that
I cannot hope to interest the committee or advance ©

anything new in the remarks I am about to make ©

1 regret, Mr. Chairman, to be under the necessity of a

differing with any of my political friends, and more a

.specially with my honorable colleague from the h
Jneida district, who addressed the committee yee- n

teniay evening, and (with whom I have heretofore
been moat happy to co-operate, and for whose opin- u
ions 1 have the moat profound respect,) upon a 5
queation of such vital interest to our common eouii- tl
try. But, air, I profess to belong to a class of poll- d
ticians, schooled from infancy hi the principles of tl
Jeffiersonian democracy. 1 hold, air, that the repre- oi
sentative is bound to represent the interests and in
carry out the expressed will of his const.tuents. et
The subject, sir, of that most unequal and onpres- ui

aiva tariff' act of 1643 hna been moat fully and ably ai

discussed, and the will of the democratic party o

thereon expressed in almost all their political meet- ei

ings and conventions from the day of its passage to c<

the present time. 1 have recendy heard, however, le

by occaatonal conversations, that from the pres- tr
nit peculiar poaition of affaire, public opinion, th
and especially of the democracy of the coun- tl
try, haa undergone a material change upon the
sulyeet of the revenue eince we have been w

here in deliberation; and coneequrntly I address- I
ed letters of inquiry to many of the moet tntel- hi
ligent and beat informed democrata in different di
parta of my district whose answer* all concurred in
what 1 believe to be true, that public opinion had th
undergone no change in that district since my eep- bl
ration from them. With these lighte before me, ce

sis, I will not.nay, I dare not rtee in my place here ec

and advocate the principles of a high protective in

tariff.one, air, which the ingenuity of man could S<
scarcely have deviaed better calculated to make the If
rich rtoher and the poor poorer than that most une-

quel and oppressive act of 1643; and I greatly miltakeboth the will and the interests of my constituentsif they ere not almost unanimous in nskmg for ln

its repeal or material rnodiflcation in such manner
to substitute e revenue tariff, so adjured as

squally sa may be to suaiain as well th* agricultural,mechanical, and commercial, as the manufacture
al interests of the country. Yea, sir, so a* to sue-

tain ail the* great interests as equally as may l>e,
and if poaaible in auch manner as to be oppressive to
none.

1 have expressed myself, air, in favor of a revenue

tariff; and the act of 1843 may, in one sense, be a

revenue tariff-.that is, it may, under some conditionsof the country, produce about the requisite
amount of revenue; but that many of its provisions
are unequal and oppressive in their operations,
greatly promotive of the interests of a few classes,
and equallf oppressive of the great body of the people,ie undeniable.
On many of the mnnufacturea, and especially

iron, woollens, and cottons, the duties are altogether
too high for revenue purposes, nnd even for the PI
healthy and permanent support of the mamifactu- 01
rers themselves, and greatly oppressive to the con- f,<
sumrrs, and especially to the agricultural and me- ai
chanical interests of the country; and in many other of
respects it is too unequal in its operation to be just.

I hold, air, that a tariff affording reasonable and (e
moderate protection will be more stable and permanent,and consequently better promote the interests
of the capitalists and 'manufacturers than one that is pj
prohibitory and consequently oppressive in its ope- Bi
rations and obnoxious to constant changes, and
thereby renders the business fluciuating and the in- q|
vestment of capital hazardous and uncertain. I CI
would therefore so change or modify the act of:
1843 as to make it at far as practicable conform to c'

these principles. I would reduce the duties where
they are found to be too high, and in all cases where to

they are found in be unequal and oppressive in their th
operation, 1 would so adjust them as to divest «'
them as far as possible of their objectionable fea- 'h
tures. I rn

To do this sir, you must divest the act of ita arti- at

flcials, ita minimuma and its specifics, and substitute °<

in their place the more rational and equitable princi- te

pie of ad valorems. u

What principle can well Ire conceived of more

unjust, deceptive and iniquitous than this deceptive b)
system of minimumsgot up by fraud and legislative te

trickery for the benefit of manufacturers? Whilst it to

professes to impose a duty of 30 per cent, upon
manufactures of cottons, it in truth imposes a duty s«

of from 70 to 130 per cent., and I cannot in any di
other way so well express its operations as to read ri
from the very able annual report of tha Secretary of
the Treasury. He says: g<
"Minimum* area fictitious value, assumed by law, instead l''

of the real value; and the operation of all minimuma may w
be iliuitrated by a tingle exampl Thin by the tariff of at
lS-U.aduty of 30per cent, ad valorem it levied on all manufacturvauf cotton; but the law further provide* that coltonfood* 'not dyed, colored, printed, or stained, not ex- w

reeding in value twenty cent* per square yard, shall he
valued at twenty cents persquare yard.' If, then, the real 0|
value of the cheapest cotton food* is but four cents a mi

square yard, it is placed by the law at the false value of
tuvnty cents per square yard, and the duly levied on the H
fictitious value.raising it live timet higher on the cheap ai
article consumed by tiie poor, than upon the fine article
purchased by the more wealthy. Indeed, by House docu- T

mant No 30t). of the lit tension of the 'JUth Congress, thia 01

difference by actual importation wnt #4 per cent, between or
the cheaper and the finer article of the 30 per cent mini-
mum, 13] per crnt. on th« 90 per rent, minimum 48* per ,

cent, on the 81 per cent, mimimum, 84 per cent, on the 60 (I

per cent minimum, ami 8-1 per cent, on the 7ft per cent, min- in
imum. ThU difference i* founded on actual importation, qjandthowi an average dinrrimiiifition ngainot the poor on ^cetton imports of 89 per cent, beyond what the tax would ,

l»« If aliened upon the actual value." in

By thin kind of legislative deception, prices nf "jmanufactures of cotton have steadily risen in the P
market from the passage of the act of 1842 to the
present time, in almost the same nroportion their P1
price is raised above their actual value by that most
deceptive and ficticious mode of appraisal, as appears J"from a table of prices furnished by the agent in ^New York of several manufacturing companies, .r
and which reads as follows: Jj1

raics*. If
Marks an<l description! of the goods

"

ims ism'ima lata £
KB. Suffolk brown cotton drillings cts cts cts. cts.
perysrd a.a s.ai sa 9

IMC Lawrence brown shirtings per
Bsrt fit 7 S 7.S 8S n?

cB Merrimack brow a shirtings
per yard - . . 7.9 8 31 8.3 9 J1AC A. Amotk. sg bed tu-Wing per )srd jU Ifi l« 1 !JrAllen's single-colored printed cottons n*

per rttd . «» ss'lJ 19 JProstfcnre printing cloth, per ysrd It .1 fi AS 0 8
New York mills, long cloth per ysrd- <19 jldS U IA u

bi

Thin, sir, shows a steady increase of prices of from ol
25 to 100 per cent, during a period of four years, di
whilst the raw main ml* from which they are inanu- ei
factored have declined in price in shout the same rt

proportion; and during this period, also, the wages pof labor remained about the same. It i« true that it
some of the manufnrtm. r« who hsd reduced the a
wages of their laborers during the depression f1841 o
and 1848, again rained them alter the passage of the ppwtent tariff at somewhat in proportion to their u

Cvioiis reduction, but in every instance, it ia lie- tl
red, where such increase w«e made, the incrcan- Oad labor required was in a greater proportion In tl

many instances this increased lab -r was at le«st tl
one-third by the increased speed nf the mills, or by prequiring each h oid to tend ih.ee ..... . ...

I two, St under the previous regulations; end, tni.se tthe language f a well-informi d ar d shle writer rwt t(he subject, In no mill hart the wngee of week 4
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Tab*. Mm matonaa, ika Mat it a* Maaaato. karktfa,and batata, lain* a apanfa Maty <d 14 raato
«r yard without rtjcard to ika quality at »alat, anM
tine a duty ot Ujm caat Ufwa iW ta* arwrV,

oarae article, ton by the poor, and rating ll
er yard.
The article of iron ta alao naaoibar ififU of gioal

oneumption by tha poor and middling alaaooa. and
omparalively of but amali coneutnpi wan by tha neh,
nd yat, undar thia system of epaviftea, tha hem"
nd tha laborer paya from SU to IUV par aatrt. upon
is ploughshare and log-chain. whitet tha rrt paya
i the troaaury comparatively but Mb
Notwithstanding, Mr Chairman, thaaa itw man

faeturera are receiving this enormous profit of from
II to 100 par rant, upon thair Pmdisetaona. It is anid
tor Area inuat be extinguished and thair oparatiaaa
ischurged, with starvation and miaary follow nag la

ta train, if thla moat oppraaaiva and unholy ml
f 1843 shall be disturbed; and n ban loan gravely
laiated upon the floor of line hall, aa conrluaive
ridenre of surh a diaaatroua raault, that durinc thr
nheard-of depraaaion of 1*40 and 1*41, tha forges
ad furnacea of Pennsylvania w»r« atopped, tha
wnera bankrupted, and the lahorrra thrown out of
nploy anil reduced to starvation and miaary in

inaequence ol the low dutiee and insufficient pro«iionafforded by the compromise art. when, in

uth, at that vary lime the dutiee upon iron under
lal act were from Ulo M per ton higher than by
te act of 1843!
Thia, it ia true, waa but a alight miatake for the
ant of a little examination of iha eta lue-book, and,
doubt not, the fearful forebodings for iha future
ave no better foundation, and will prove to lie but
ay-dreams of fancied imaginations.
That an ad-valorem duty of 30 per cent ia all
e protection the manufacturers of iron need to enaethem not only to carry on their buaineae sueasfully,but to enable them to make fair and reamabe profits, I think is satisfactorily shown by a

ble I have before me, prepared by James Hall,
ate geological engineer of New York, for the year
345, and which I beg leave to read ;

Cotl of manu/nctunag iron in Iht United Statu and
Great Britain compared.

Ureal Britain .Crswahsy eitaMuhment (South Walaa)
1044.
Pig metal. Tona Cart Lbs. Sterling
Iron stone, ) 0 0 6a VI V)
Coke, 1 IS U 6a. 4 40
Limestone, 1 0 0 la. 0 7*
Wagea. »a 1 Ml
Oeueral chargea, 6a i so

Coat of a ton pig iron in Walaa, til 74

United Stale,
Tona

Iron atone, tit *' M4374
Coal, (suthracite,) s 3 006nn
Limsatone, 174 T4

Wagea. 1 74 1 74
Qeneral rharan 'J 00300

Coat of » ton of pig iron in Pennsylvsnls, (14 3ft
11 76

Diflcrtnce In favor of Great Britain, $1 60

"The present price of a ton of American pig iron in
hiladelphia is from >28 to >32; the present duty
la ton of pig iron imported from Wales is >9;
s ghl to seaports of the United States lie ; freight
id duty >11 88, being more than the original cost
the iron.
"Import of certain descriptionsof iron into the UnidStates for the year 1845:

Value of lm- Duty col- Duty per
ports lected. cent.

% iron,$604,737 $146,754 $46 33
ir ditto, manufactured by
rolling, 1,683,070 1,776,876 78.77
leet ditto, 4311.176 739,077 60 70
Id and scrap iron, 119,740 63,476 43 33
rain cables, and parts of

same,67,096 49,793 87.03
sains of wrought iron, 10,399 10,606 101 07
This allows that it costs >2 50 more to produce a
in of pig iron in this country than in Wales, but
ie cost of transportation, commissions, dfcc., are
lout three times the amount of the difference in
ie cost of production, which gives the American
anufacturer an advantage in the home market of
least 25 per cent. Who will say, then, that he

light not to be contented with the additional proictionof 30 per cent, ad valorem, which the bill
ndcr consideration proposes to furnish him?
Again, Mr. Chairman, the manufactures of silk,

y another kind of legislative deception, are made
pay a duty of >2 50 per pounu, without regard
quality or value. Who, sir, docs not ace the in|ualityand injustice of this artificial mode of asisamgthe revenue, by which there is an obvious

iscrimination against the poor and in favor of the
ch?
The coarse and more substantial silks, which are

snerally worn by our wives and daughters in the
mntry, costing from 50 to 100 cents [icr yard( will
righ at least twice as much as the fine brockays
id French silks, costing from >2 to >3 per yard,
id which are worn only by the rich. So that
hilat the lady of wealth and fashion pnys, say but
2 50 duty upon a dries costing from >25 to >40,
iir country women ure compelled to pay a duty of
> upon a dress costing but >10 to >12; and this in
great majority of cuses, is earned by the. sweat
id toil of our laboring country women,at the wcek
wages of 75 to 100 cents. And this to a greater
less extent is but a fair sample of the unequal

id unjust operation of all specific duties.
Although, sir, the amount paid under this unjust
iscrimination in favor of the rich against the poor
n given case may appear small, yet the aggregate
nount thus p»i(l in Buch obvious disproportion by
e poor over iho rich is truly startling, and causes
a cheek to redden and the blood to circulate n little
ore freely through the veins of the patriot and
illanthropisl when brought to his consideration.
The Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual reort,says:
"When we consider that JS.Htbl.li'll 74 of the revenue Inst
far wan collected by minimum duties, anil $13,311,i)8j 40
f (needle duties, the discrimination against (he cheaper
ticle must amount, by estimates founded on the same doc.
nents, to a la* of fA,108.41'i exacted by minimums and
ecific duties annually from the poorer classes by raising
ii( the duties on the cheaper articles above what they
ouldtie if the duty were assessed upon the actual value
direct taxes were made specific, they would be intoleni'
e. Thus, if an annual tax of thirty collars was assessed
all houses w thout respect to their actual value, making
c owner of the humble tenement or cabin pay a iax of 30
illars, and the owner of the costly mansion a tax of hut
Irty dollars on their respective houses It would difi'er only
degree, lint not In principle, from the same unvaryingecific duty on cheap as on fine articles. If any discrimiitionshould be made, it should be Ihe reverse of the spofieduty, and of the minimum principle, by establishing a
aximum standard, above whicn value the duties on the
lev article should be higher, and below which they should
lower on the cheaper article."

The manner, sir, in which the duly is imposed
nder this set upon unmanufactured wool is, if pos.
le, more objectionable mill.evidently intended
ir the benefit of the manufacturer at the expense
f the farmer and wool-grower. By a legislative
BVtce, designed a* "a promise to the ear, to lie brokito the hope," whilst a duly of 30 per cent, ad valosm,and three cents per pound, is professed to be imosedupon wool yet upon the coarser qualities, costigat the place from whence exported not exceeding
wen cents per pound, a duty of five nents per pound
nly is imported If this, sir, were intended as a

rotection to the wool grower as well as the msnfaciurer,the order should have besn reversed, and
he high duty impoaed upon the coarse wool, instead
f the fine; for it is the coarse wool only that can be
r» any great extent protected by import duties. By
ha operation of ihia contrivance, the wool grower is
iroiecied upon his wool, which can be affected
if a duty of 5 per cent, only; whilst the manufac-1
urer is protected upon his productions manufac
ured from wool of a similar quality by a duty of
10 per cent. Where is the justice, I Would ask,

lie p
11 1_ L ..1.1!
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VIr I harrinea, ofauch a dwcrimination in favor
lb* .iiiiiyutx agarant ihr wool-grower.

R>4) iKi* a trig tariff of I "Ml wan to heal all tl
l« d o. bady |w>tnir. The farmer eapecially wi
a ba '»> aBtad by the withdrawal of laborer* froi
Mm 'tMaf* af lb* ami, and lha "creation of a Aon
atari* for h>e Mrrpfn* produce. But what hi
~*a ib* raewW I would aak the farmer how tnuc
a <b* prraa af hia prodare imrraaed ainca thia gl<

haa loan in oparatioiLet beat try In nam Me aaai from hia eyea, whir
wo* aa adroitly palled aaaa by th» tanlf act, and di
baaeaaaly raaamw the aul.iaet, and I doubt not li
wed be be aaaeinaad I bat I but fraudulent leg toialit
aa ate nana* aaa eantaaly daviaad by lha nianufai
Mere** Ibamaaleaa. a Mb tba anla daaigu to their ow
aaaamaa wawaa Vas, air, ta make the rich rich*

i bar* labia ma. Mr Chairman, a labia of th
ptrra af araai Mr waataen Ma* York for tk* la*I Av
yaara, abwb abaw* ikat in tka year* INI and 184:
lb* yava am Aaa IB la Meant* jwr pound, and
Mm I meat nam N m from II to 31 canto, aud hi
aava* at an y etber period ante* I'M bean no low a
at lb* awaaaa urn*, akilat the aw»uiactarr* of ww
aa* m nent a* bmh a* at any pretnd mm* 1MBWhat. Mm*, a«, altoa aw to inquire, m lb* eauai
af tba* e~nue« an maly Ml tharrimparati** pi lata c

oat and tba rl ilhi a*anuia<lurad from Ik* aairu
Alatom aaary l ed of agricultural prodocUooe i
tba lamam petal, and the whole anargwa of the fai
met preal rated, wbilat tba manufarlurrr w rapid
growing rtrb at bm *a parot la It in tonaeqorac
of lb* raaiaal af tbta farmer a liai marAnt" rraaltn
tan#- Moat oolortum»Iy, it baa tuippaMd at to

aanp a firw< N», w. thaa result kai bean gredu
ahy prMlixal no am. Ura paaM|f of thai beautifu
ttii finriiw an. Aad |M ara art gravely i»li
iHal bigk [wlarim d«or« l» lha manufacturer r<
data# lha pr»«e >< bu aaavhrluiN, and mcreaer
(Ha [imi at labar and uf afnmlwnl productions A
lha raaa «f ooparauw prteae of labor and agmul
lurai pradarnaat with manufartaree undar lha npr
un of thu aat, I waM aak the matha a.annan I
JrainatliaH how long il would lake to makr tK
farmer and lha laboring man rich and iha manufac
larara pout/

1'ha Uuih of iHm doctrine, thai |*oladion to lb
manufacturer rwduraa the pricea « f bit production
and mcraaata thai of lha taratar, map ba woti laal*
bar iba falling "fl in price upon iba atucia of woe
alone undar tha ufiaraluin of ihia protective ad ol
I Mil.
Tha oanaua of IMO ahvwa lha quantity of woe

r aiand I laal ytai in lha Unilrd State* lu ba 36,000,001
Iba and thai New York produced ona-third of it
I ha«a a labia Iwfore ma abich ahowa tha produc
Him in Naw York, in 1845, lo have barn abou
I4.OOU.UUO Iba.bamy an incraaar, since 1MU, u

nearly one quarter. A like increase in the Unpen
Ala Ira map lie araumcd aa reasonable,' and wouli
maka lha clip of lha prraent pear la be abou
44,000.000 Iba. Tha falling o(T in lha price of ihia
since 1843, would ba about g4.OUO.OUO. And ihn
ia a loss lo lha wool-ftower lu llial amount. One.
third of thia would fall upon New York.m int
about gl,150,000.the congreaaiunal diatrlcl whirl
I hare Ihe honor b> reprreenl, a lorn ufabout gtib t>00
Tha county of Madison alone produced ai>ou
6<'0,000 Ilia, the Iaat y»er, and lieing eecond only tc
one (Ontario) in Ihe 8iaie, and analained a loaa b)
thia falling off in price of gjO.UOO'
Now, air, if ihia astounding 'ailing off* in the pricr

of wool haa been prnducml bp any other cauae thai
thia unjuat and unequal operation of the tariff o
1843, how duea it happen that, undar a protection o

40 per cent., the manufacturara of Una rarp woo
have eteadilp kept up their pricea, and now realm
aa high, it not higher, pricea than in 1843, while
tha wool grower and the farmer sustain a loaa frnir
36 lo 33 per cent., under a protection of fire pei
cent, upon the grade of wool generally grown b)
them?
And here. Mr. Chairman, permit me to nouca i

atalement of my honorable colleague from the Lit
ingaton and Ontario rliatrici, in hta remarka upot
ihe quaauon undar romudera'um thia morning. ti<
[ vl r. CaaaoLL] elated that hia "diatrict raiaed annually1,60(1,000 buahela of wheat, and a half mil*
lion of iliecp, and it sustains the tariff.'' All thi
answer I desire to give to this statement, nr. ia
simply t» ask the farmer* of Ontirio, who product
shout 6.11,000 lh*. of wool annually, whether the]
suaiain this highly protective tariff for the benefit o
the manufacturer, because they sustain an annus
lose of (53 000 in the falling off in the price of thei
wool? And the farmers of Livingston, whether it n
because they sustain an annual Ions of $320,000 upoi
the falling off in the price of their wheat, whilst
profit equal to their losses goes into the coffers of thi
manufacturer? But I leave this to be settled betweenmy honorable colleague and the farmers o

Ontario and Livingston.
A little further indulgence, Mr. Chairman, and

will pass from thia branch of ihe subject.
it ia claimed, air, l>y the frienda of this high protectionto ihe manufacturers, that nothing short o

40 per cent, protection will enable them to competi
with the "pauper labor of Europe." Statistics, sir
collected by the Committee of Ways and Means o
this Houae, in 1841, show that the cost of labor ti
the manufacturer constitutes 24 per cent, of the co*
of his productions. Now, sir, would not a protec
tion of 24 per cent.(instead of 40) being equal to tin
whole expense of labor, lie a sufficient protection
though the "pauper labor of Europe" cosIs nothing.
and, without takir.g into the account the superioritj
of American machinery, cheapness of water-power
provisions, taxes, <tc ?

Admit, then, thai the price of labor is higher it
litis country than in Europe.and it is right i
should be so.it may he interesting, at least to thi
laboring class of our fellow-citizens, to inquire how
the piice of their labor compares with the profits <

the manufacturer ? The same statistics, to which
last referred, show that it requires eight times thi
amount of capital, and five limes the amount of labor
to produce an equal amount of income in agricultu
ral pursuits that it does to Ihe manufacturer. Tim
is to say, if upon the employment of every $1,(101
capital in manufacturing, it requires ihe employmen
of one laborer to produce a profit of $50(1, it will re
quire ihe employment of $8,000 capital and five la
borers to produce a like profit to the agriculturis
and the mechanic! Beautiful protection this, ti
"home industry," the American laborers

But, I am occupying quite too much time, nnt
will hasten to a conclusion by saying, thai from tin
examination I have given the subject, in all its differ
enl phn7.es, I cannot resist the conviction that nl
these artificial, nuxed, specific, and minimum legis
lative contrivances, are unequal and oppressive ii
their operation, and should give place to the mori

equal and equitable principle of ad valorem duties
dutirsto be imposed in proportion to the actual vnl

ue of the commodity.and fur this we have the su

thorityofthc Secretary of the Treasury. 1 read
sir, from his annual report:
"The tax upon the actual value ia the moal equal and cm

only he accomplished by ail valorem duties Aa to Iran In
lent invoices, and under valuations, these dangers are ha
livvcn iu in- Hrri'sifti pnftiiMiijr IIj inr Bmnicrni primmtn
iiinl stvern penalty of the 17th icction of the turilt uf IH4J
nml now, one half ihi- revenue it collected from ail valnren
duties."

If this authority is not deemed satisfactory to on

friends on the other side of the hall, I would refe
them to the opinion of an individual which, I dolib
not, will be regarded by them as good authority
and worthy of consideration. Mr. ("lay, in hi
speech in trie United Slates Senate, March 1, 1843
says:

"I nay," tnil he, "that In theory, and according to ever
Round principle of justice. the ail valorem mode of tasatto
is entitled to the preference,"
Now, sir, if in the language of Mr. Clay the "a<

valorem mode of taxntion is entitled to the prefer
ence," it is sufficient for my purpose; for I cannc

resist the conviction that it is far more equal and ju<
in its operation, as well as more simple nnd bette
to be understood. It is, in short, sir, emphsticnll;
the American sy.tfem "

These, Mr. Chairman, are some of the promi
nent defects of this highly protective and unrqui
revenue act of 1842, which has met wtlh nlmoi
universal condemnation by the democratic part
from the day of its passage to the present; and
cannot persuade myself I shall lie held blameless h

my constituents if I fail to exert my feeble effort
for its repeal, or at least for such material modifier
tion ns to divest it of its onerous and objectionabl
features, which I have pointed out.

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to lie understood uf
on this subject. Let it not be said, sir, that beraun
I am opposed to the unequal and oppressive feature
of that act, that 1 am the enemy of the manofarti
rers, or opposed to discriminating duties an far as
afford them reasonable protection. Yes, sir,
would so adptat a revenue tariff as to afford ressnt
able protection to this very enterprising snd in

ful class of our fellow-citixens; and in fact, sir,
would do It to as great an extent as it can Ire dot
without oppression to the other and equally merit
rious interests of our country. To this extent, si
I am willing to go, but no farther. If, in short, ar
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of discrimination is to be made between the ditfersi
classes of society, 1 would make it so as to bei

is heaviest upon the rich, and lightest upon the poo
ia I would tax lightest the necessaries of life, ai
m heaviest the luxuries
m The next inquiry, Mr. Chairman, is.is the bil
ia reported by the Committee of Wuya and Mean
h so framed as to avoid the objectionable features (
»- the present law, and to furnish the requisite amoui
id of revenue for the prudent and economical ad mini;
h tration of the government? For it is by a tariff upu
e- imports that lk e revenue is to be derived. No mai
le I trust, at the present day, or under the present stsi
e of public opinion, is so much of a free-trader as
> suppose the expenses of the government are to t
n raised by direct taxation.
ir Whilst, sir, the principle and general features c

the committee's bill are such as to meet my apprr
e baiion, yet, air, 1 deem it wrong in some of its pn
e visions, and, without material amendments, it eai
i, no) receive my support.
il Tha lit. s*. 'lion m\r imrvninff t ilnfv An las *«

is coffee mud be stricken out. Hiese air, are article
a of almost universal consumption, alike by Ike rir
>1 and the poor, arid are esteemed aa necessaries of lifi

and a tax upon ikein would be rantmmount to a po
lax upon Ilia head of every family in the land, beat

A in* aa heavily, and ganarally heavier, upon the p»«
if aa u|«on the rich, ana cannot, therefore, reeaiva m
u aupiMirt.

I he duly upon wool muel be raiaed from 25 lo 3
y per cent, eo aa to p'ace it in the some ncole of protet
a lion with woollen manufacturea. Under the preaer
| unparalleled depression in price, the wool growc
0 needa at leaat aa much protection aa the manufar
- turtr.
il Blankela, too, should be raiaed from 20 to 30 pe
1 cant., they are generally made of coarse wool, an
k the intrreala of both the wool-grower and the mar
a ufacturer require aa much protection against thei
I importation aa against the raw material of whicl

lhay are manufactured.
i- Flaxseed is another article of considerable pro
a duction by the farmers in western New York, am
a requires as much protection as the oil of which
i- is the law material; it should be raised, therefore

from 10 lo 20 per cent., so as to place it on a pa
a with oil, wheat, flour, and many other agricul
s tural productions.
J Watches, waich materials, jewelry, Ac., shouli
d lie raiaed from 10 to 30 per cent., so aa to be placei
f in the same scale with iron, Ac. No good reason

sir, can lie perceived why the wealthy and fashions
il Ue should be permitted to furnish themselves will
li watrhe jewelry, and gold chains, and like arti
» elee of luxury, at a duty of 10 jier cent, whilst thi
- farmer is rompelled lo |>ay a duty ol 30 per cent
t upon his ploughshare and log-chain.
f Lumber, too, such aa boards and plank, and ret

cedar, at least, should be changed from the 20 ti
I the 10 jier cent, schedule. There is, air, no red ce
t dar, and but very little pine lumber in my sectior
i, of the 8taie, and especially in the district which

have the honor to represent, but what cornea it
from Canada. With a low duty it would be an ar

[ ticle of considerable trade, and would furnish a re

ajiectable item of revenue at the port of Oswego; bu
« Inch a duty as 20 per cent. I seriously apprchenc

t will amount to a prohibition, and consequently si
> much loss of revenue.
r With three amendments, sir, I should much prefei

this lull to the proposed substitute reported by m)
honorable c«lleague from the Jefferson district, be

i ing framed entirely upon the ad valorem principle
f whilst the proposed aubetitute is a mixture of ad va
f loreme and ape> ifics, and with some of the lattet
I class entirely too highly protective.at leaat, it is s<
p upon iron.
t And now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, permit
me to give notice that 1 iniend, at the proper time

r to offer the several amendments to the committee'i
i bill which I have adverted to, and hope they ma)be adopted; and then, sir, if 1 can be satisfied t
i will produce sufltci-nt revenue Tor the prudent ant

economical administration of (he government in limi
1 of peare, it ahull receive my support. And upon lh<
c question of revenue. I rely much upon the exnanioa

lion* and eaiunatee »f the secretary and the contain
tee. whose means of judging with accuracy are anrlively »u| erior to nty own, and they estimate it tc

, produce about twenty-four and a half millions o
; net revenue, to which may lie addsd one and a hal
7 or two millions from the sah a of the public lands
f and von have an aggregate amount of at leas

>26 000,000.a aum a* large as any prudent admin
r iatralion should be permitted to expend in time o
a peace. And as ihis lull is designed, when settled, ai

a twrmanent tegulatton of the revenue, and to ren

i; der more aiable and permanent protection to thi
e great commercial, manufacturing, and agriculture
- interests of the country, I would raise no more bj
f this bill, but would leave the expenses of the present

and, as I trust, but temporary war with Mexico, t<
I be provided for in some other way.

Mr T1URATT8 obtained the floor, and address-ed the rommittec as follows:
f Mr. Chairman: I am nouhraist, unless I may b<
e so considered in regard to the relations of this gov
, ernment with foreign nations. [ was. and am, i
f fifiy-four-forty man as to our north wesiern bounds
j ry, as well n« a Rio Grande man as to our south
t western boundary. I believe that our title to the
- one is ns clear as to the other. I would not have
t s.ecrifired the one any semner than the other.
, would hnve gone to war for the one as soon as foi
- the other; and I believe that our brave and gallan
7 army, and our patriotic people, particularly of the
, West, would have vindicated our title to the one ae

easily rm ihey have done to the other. I do not
i therefore, shrink from (ho position which 1 anei
t others have taken upon this Oregon question; noi
e do I regard the sneers that are cast at US on that ac7count. I am told that it is said by some that the
f President has displayed a high degree of diplomatic
I skill upon this subject, by using us of the fifty-four
e forties as stool-pigeons to decoy Whigs and doublfu
, democrats ir.to the trap of/arty nine.using tts like s
- skilful fisherman uses ait tocalch suckers. Thtscoin
t pliment to the President is no doubt Highly to the
) credit of both the forty-nines and the fifty-four-fortties. Winch of us is the most highly honored by
- the position aseigncd to us, I will not pretend to say
- A day of reckoning will come, air, however, aftei
t the smoke of this Mexican war shall have been dis3sijmted, when those who have been concerned ir

the abandonment of our territory will l>e called to i
I just accountability. In that day, air, "let the gnll'c

jade wince;" we, who have sustained the right of the
country to 54° 40', will have nothing to answer for
We can then say that "eeur withers are unwrung."
When I think of the manner in which if i> sail

that this Ore gon question has been settled, I canno
but feel humiliated.I cannot but think that the
proud American

"Kssle, towering in hevntlde of place.
Hat been hawked SI be a moulting owl,
And killed "

Whilst we bluster and boast over imbecile Mex
n ico, we present the ridiculous attitude of yielding te
i'! England what we have asserted to be our jus"' right, " clear and indisputable," and find our
" selves in the humiliating poaition of a whippet
ie'I hound, sneaking 10 his kennel at the roar of thi

British lion. We nre told that
r "Thorr an » Brutna once, wbe would have brook'd
r The ste rnal devil hlmactf, hate held hit aisle in Bom

I As esslly as a king,'
much more a queen, air, and we know that we hae

a a Preeielent onee, (Jackson) who would not favi
yielded what he considered the juet title of this gov

*
.-a a_ -X.. a..ih hnta/avAr nAWdrflil

rrnmrm iu «ny iimiuii m. r».., »v

, lie waa a man who would
n Beard the boa M kM itra,

Awl frtfbl him there, and make kiai
j Tremble there

w Thia Oregon quaation waa one nf the great iteue

it in (he laat iireenlenual and mngreeaionaT eleelinni
it The aarrrd inviolability >( pledge# made by a ran

r didatr to the people, before hia election, and a alrte

y accountability to the people for any violation n

auch pledgee, la the only aafegiiard In our republican
i- iiiaiiiiiiiMiin I bop-ihai the Preaidenl will be a hi
il to account for hi* poaition in a manner aatiafaetor<
it to the country. I do not deairn ta condemn bir

y in advance; I wiah that th« veil of aecrery had beei
I torn from the prorrodinfa in relation to tbta auk

y ject; ihat ih* c .ntry might aea the true poaition «

a afl'aira. I will not anticipate. I may r»fear In thi
|. a.lbject *K« n when the .ail of aec rrcy la raawtrd
e I have iteeined it nereeaary to aay thua much in da

fence of myaelT and iho»e who occupy the earn

h poanion with me; and I now laava thia digraaewf
If repealing tl,e .locere hofW that when Ilia veal ia n

f m .vcd, the President m y #nd a juetiflcation for hi
I come#.

O I hev# aaid that I am no ubraiat, at laaat in n

| yard to the dmnaatic and iniarnal relatione of lb

a. Country. I approach all auch quMtmea ia a aptr
of noiiceaemn and ompromwr Our gnvernmn

| ta one nf cnncraaion and anmpr -miae It umu'd I
,e impneailde without auch a ipirtl in gar along aa al

iv and mora pavura ariv upon a qweoiaan bka thai i

e. the tariff, whn ir.nlvee pruhaMv aanea than aa

iy ather tba coniicuna interna* af ike drfcreeil ma

llnic
rurtow."
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m palioneand the diArretit tectioua of thin wide-sprei
»r confederacy.
r. There are two extreme parties on the subject <
id the tariff on this floor, ami in this country. Ti

one, which is denominated the free-trade party, wh
II, advocate a tariff for irvenue alone, discriminating ft
s, rnrntK alone, and not fbr protection or forany othr
y( purpose, and who deny that Congress possesses tti
nt constitutional power to discriminate for the prote<
»- lion of American industry in adjusting a tarif
in The other party, who are for a high and exorb
I, taut tariff, having protection l'.>r its object, and me
Le king the sufject of reveuue merely incidental.
M What 1 may have to say may not be very pleat
le ing to vitherof these parties. I differ frem ootb c

thc.e extrcinas. 1 think they are both wrong,if In medio (ufianunu Uio. I approach this qnestio
>- with feelings of the utmost kindness to both ofthas
v parties. 1 say to both."come, brethren, let u
i- reason together." I beg the attention of both; It

us consider this question, as wa have to do all otk
d ere, in a spirit of compromise and soneaasion. La
a utasatf we cannot find soma common ground o
h which you can both stand. Unless (his question i

settled in this way it never will be settled in a man!l nor saUsfcoiory to lha sountry. The people of thi
r- country will never beaauadad with a uwitf based as
>r clusivrly upon the doctrinasof tidier tbs high protec
y lionist*. or the free-traders. Both, then, must yiel

nmafh no- I f K/»V k unll as y»# in skim * * a. *

0 mo that there would exist no difficulty in arrangin
> a tariff1 which would give general satisfaction to th
it country.
r No man ia more opposed to the principles of th
! act of 1842 than I am, and no one would go mor

readily for lis modification, or amendment, or in
r deed its repeal, and the substitution of a new taril
d bill which would adopt a rnprc satisfactory sysier
h of taxation.
r I look upon the act of 1842 as, in its operationh highly unjust and oppressive to the laboring claase

every where, and to the southern and western sec
i- tions of the country particularly,d But I differ from my friends of the free-trade parit ty.not in their oppoaition to the act of 1842, lor
i, will go heart and hand with them iu repealing in
r unjust and oppressive provisions, but in this.be
I- cause that they, in endeavoring to relieve them

selves from the burdens of an unjust taxation un
J der the operation of the act of 1842, arc not onl)
d disposed to give up, but do actually deny, the exia
i, tence of a power which I candidly and honestly be
>- lieve constitutionally exists in this government, am
h which, in my opinion, ia essential to ita aafet;
i- and independence aa regards foreign nations,
c The constitution expressly confers upon Congres
;. ths power "to lay and collect taxes, duties, impoats

and excises," and the power "to regulate com
1 merce."
) The power to "regulate commerce" is to preacrils
- a rule by which commerce is to be governed ; tin

term commerce ia not to be limited to traffic, or tht
I buying and selling or interchange of commodities
> but comprehends ooth navigation and intercourse
- to limit the meaning of the term commerce to that
- of traffic merely, would restrict a general term corn'
t prehending many objects to only one of its signifiesItions
> Then foreign commerce is regulated by prescribingrules for carrying on the intercourse with forreign nations.

It ia under this interpretation alone that we can
find the power to prescribe what shall constitute

, American vessels, or that they shall be navigated by
American seamen.

r Has Congress the right to exercise the power to
> regulate commerce for the purpose of protectingAmerican industry of any kind?.not simply of mantufaeturea, but also of agriculture, commerce, and the
, mechanic arts ?

No one can donht but that the power to regulate
r commerce or trade necessarily includes the powei
t to tax it. And the question then resolves itself intc
I this: whether the power to tax trade, which is in»volved in the power to regulate trade, can be constisnationally exercised by levying dunes, and imposing
. prohibitions and restrictions, with ths objacl of en

oouraging the productions of American industry?
As our constitution ia not a code of definitions, wi

> must seek the meaning of the phrase " to reguleti
f commerce" in the objects to which tlie power win
f generally thought to be applicable at the time of iu

formation
Th« power of regulating commerce has alwayt

been exercised by all commercial naliona with t

view to the encouragement of home industry. Thii
has been particularly the case with Great Britain
from which we derive our customs, laws, language
and our commercial vocabulary.
The S'ale* ao understood and exercised this

power whilst they retained the power over their foreigncommerce.
The want of this power was one of the greatest

defects in the confederation, and was one of the
principal causes which led to the adoption of the
present constitution. Indeed, such a power is necessarilyinherent in all independent sovereignties, and
such an exercise of it by Congress was expected
by the States when they transferred to the general
government the power of regulating our foreign
commerce.

If the free-trade doctrine be true that revenue is
the salt object of the constitutional exercise of the
power to "lay imposts," and that the power "to
regulate commerce" cannot be exercised for the purposeof encouraging nnd protecing home industry,
then this great nation would scarcely deserve the
name; it would be but a wrnk infant among the

, giant nations of the earth, unable to counteract their
monopolies and unequal commercial regulations.

r unnble to foster at homo tho production of the sta

pie articles of subsistenue, or the productions neccs>sary for the national defence and national independ;ence;.and American navigation itself, to foster and
protect which is important to the national security
nnd national independence, cm a cradle to our naval

i defence, would have to be abandoned to the mercies
of foreign competition and impositions, and speedily
meet with inevitable destruction. Without such a

power the government would be utterly incapable ol
self protection or self-support, subservient to the
policy of foreign nations, and aliaolutely worthless,

r If Congress does not possess this power, so es

Hential to the sovereignty of every nation; so neciaisary to its self-protection and independence, the
i power is annihilated; tor the States certainly do not

possess it; anil to this conclusion ure the opponents
s of power brought.a conclusion so absurd that it is

of itself a/ull and sufficient answer to everything
which can be said upon the subject.

{ That it was the understanding Of the framers ol
t the consiitution, that Congress did possess this powser, and ought to exercise it, (of course judiciously

and fairly,) is proved by the use made of the powers
"to regulate commerce,"and to "lay imposts," fot
that expressly declared object in the first session ol
the very first Congress held under the constitution.
very many of whose members had been member!

> of the convention which framed the constitution,
t and of the State conventions by which it had beer
- ratified.
I The preamble of the act of the 4th July, 1789, it

in theae worda:
"Wharves it If necessary for tho support of the gov-ern

men! fot ihe discharge of the debts of the United States
and tke eecattceeeaseel and pratrclion nf Ibn

"

duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises: fir
nucfed," it.

At that day no man denied the power or the dutjr here aseerled.not a voice was raised in Congresi
or in the country against it.
A uniform and practical sanction has beer

given to this power from the commencemen
of the government to the preeent time in menj
art* of Congress upon an infinite variety o

n subjects and in all the tariff billa which havi
l>e«n paaaed, all of which admit and aanctior
it; indeed it ia fully ndmitted by the bill now undei
consideration.

/ Thia doctrine may appear atrnnge to aome gentle
n men, Mr. Chairman, but 1 cannot help that. It ii

r my duty to give my own aentimenta and opiniom
fairly and frankly. Thia I have done; and in doinj

f an I am happy to aay that I am aimply repeatini
n

the arntimenta expressed by Mr. Madiaon in hia let

H
ler to Joe. C. Cabell, eaq., of the 18th September
1898, which may be found in the 35th volume o

#
ilea"a ft ax later, page 985, and to which I refer gen

ticmen for a much more lurid view of thia qiieatioi
' than I have been able to give it in the ahnrt time
m have all -tied |i it, or than I could do were I to apeal

apon it for a week The opiniona of Mr. Madiaon
' who waa one of the framera, if not the author, o

tha eonatitution, on queetinna affecting the IMMhl
tional |>oware of thia government are in myeatima
turn entitled to great weight. At all eventa, I wi

M alwaya feel safe when atanding aide by aide wit
him; and more particularly when there aland alon
with ma aneh men aa Buchanan, Caaa, Johnam
Van Burso, Polk, and a boat of others, who hat
atnod prominent in the ranks of tha democrat

Jr **"1
"li># question aa to power being then settled, anotbi

J question ansae whether aueh a power ought to I
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id exercised?.and if so, to what extent, and in what
maimer should it be done'

>f I do not doubt the propriety of the exercise of
le this power on all suitable occasions, "so as to give a
n fair and just protection," to use the words of the
>r President himself, in his letter to John K. Kane,
ir esq , "to all the great interests of the whole
le Union, embracing agriculture, manufactures, the
iv mechanic aria, commerce, and navigation." This
I. 1 consider to be the irue democratic ^oeli ine, and
i- in this 1 sin fully sustained not imly by Mr.
i. Madison, but by those triesi and undsviating democrats,Jackson, Johnson, Buchanan, Cass, Van
v Huren, Polk, and many other great lights of the
if democratic school, and leaders of the democratic

party.
n I will call your attention to the following opinione
c expressed by a few of the eminent men of the dem

ocratic party. At Washington city, in IbiM, Gen
it Jackson wrote as follows:
I- Heasso united upon sad M us i.Ar.iy and InJepsti
It deuce. That same prescience has blessed us with tin
n mean* vi national nuirprnuance ann national defence li

we omit or refuse to use the flits which he hat extended to <J* us, we deserve not the continuance of his blasshig He ah has Ailed our mountains and our plain# with minerals
m w*th teed, iron and confer- and given us a Ismer- «»d #«.

lor the a row lag Of bamp ead weot Theae heastg the great y
tnateiials u/oar natiouai deli-rue, they ought to have ex %
tended to them adequate and fair prolttlian, that our rnauu y<1 larturefs and laborers may tju placed in a fair competition

0' witfti those of flu rape and chat we have within our count r>
s supply ol those l«ediug aud important articles so essen 5

» tlaliuwar " "It is, therefore, my opinion, that a carejul tje urtd a judicious tariff is wanted to pay our national <l*lt ami cto afford ua the means ot that defence within ourselves on
* which the safety of ourcouutry depends, and Isst, though c

not least, to five a proper distribution to MT labore which r
muat prove bene Ariel to the happiness, independence, and cwealth of the community (T "ANDREW JACKHON."

n The democratic State convention of Indiana, in lttAd ad
dreased to each of the demociatic candidates for the presidedcycertain interrogatories, and among them the Pillowing'» Are you in favor of, or opposed to, the protective tariff /"

* Col Johnson, the favorite of the Kentucky democracy, re- /
- plies to the above laterrogatory thus

Taxes.collected indirectly by commerce are least felt.
and m#et eheeafuiiy pant, ami il they could be so reguletet 0

* aa to render great national resources, and tear up skilful at e
'ihi rtt and manufacturers, the patriot's hope would be con o* summated It is the hw democratic doctrine, as far asL understand it, to give this incidental protection to egncW

. <urr end mannfectu/'s, Hid ihut lira universal saliifochon tu 4
nil liberal minded men by extending a general advantage 5
equally regarding every interest and every aection of tan *f great confederacy." 1

Mr. Buchanan, in his answer to the seme interrogatory;
-says:

J "I would not impose one dollar of duties on our foreign
f imports, beyond what may he necessary to maet such eco- 1

uomical expenditure, (the lowest amount o! revenue consi*
tent with the national safety.) In adjusting these duties, I o" shall never abandon /be principle of' ditcrinitiation in favor Ot

, sueh branches of bnme industry as may be necesaarv t<
. secure a supply of those articles of manafacture. essential "

to the national independence and aafety in time of war. arid '>
the mota especially after such manufactures have been es o3 tablished. at an immense expense, on the fhith of yoyr laws

9 would save thom from sinking into ruin by such a rate of
s di$rt iminatian us ma? be nete$»arv to preserve them. I re neat

that this is my creed, and It has always been the creed of r
the fathers of the democratic church." m

| Mr Cats replies:
VI think, then, that the revenue of the government ought CI
to he brought down to tha lowest point (- mip.itiidf vi ith the Q
performance of its constitutional function, and that, in tin
imposition of duties necessary with the proceeds of the publie lands to provide this revenne. incidental protection thonld
he ajforded to such branches of*1meritan industry at may re 'T
quire 1t This ap|>eart to me. not only constitntiotial, Am/ ]{railedfor by the freai interests of the country; and if a protec
live tariff upon this principle were wisely ami moderate!)
established, and then left to ito own operation. SO that th<
community could calculate upon its reasonable duration th
and thus avoid ruinous tluctuationo, we might look for as
general acquiesence in the arrangement as we can expectin question* of this complicated kind, where local feelings J

, have been en Hated" I
[ And Mr. Van Bon n answers: *'d

"My views In relation to the protective system were called ?'
for by the Shocco Mprings meeting in IH.TJ. and freely given »l
A conviction that t^ie establishment of commercial regula g|!tioos, with a view to the rncuurafem>nt of domettic intere ts

* it within the ro notitmiana I patter of Confront, was on that
occasion distinctly avowed. But holding this opinion, I at
the tame time denied the propriety of exercitinf thit power in ll
a manner calculated to oppress any portion oj my fellow-*iti #' zrnt, or to advance the interest of one section of the Union ot

; the expense of another. 1, on the contrary, affirmed it to be
. the duty ot those who are intrusted with the administration fn

of the federal xever..mwnt, to dtrect Its operations in the at
manner best calculated to distribute as equally at passible its yI burdens and blessings among the several States and the w

I people thereof. In addition to the declaration of thee* gen- H
. era! views. I suggested more specific rules lor the action of ce

the government in this particular, by the observance ol* which I believe those views would be most likely to be car- wried into fair effect.
I "More than ten years have elapsed since that communi-

cation was made; and during that entire period the peoplr bl
of the United States have paid large amounts of duties. c)' avowedly imposed fur the encomagi mont and protection ol
domestic manufacture*, with gradual reductions according
to the provisions ol the compromise act of 1833. The unbf r»<
ased sentiment of the country in respect to whit is, under k<
'uch circumstances, the proper rule for legislative action
upoo this subject, him. 1 think, by the course of events ami
the progress of opinion, been brought to the couclusion ar

briefly expressed in one of the resolutions of your con- h®
volition, vit: 'A discriminating tank for revenue purpose#only, and which will incidentally protect Jlmerican lgIMMifhr.
" Of ike conttihitionol pmcer fo make diichminationt I have aF

no doubt K.quaJly clear U is that the practice of making To
them has existed from the commencement of the govern yCment. and constitutes a feature in every principal tariff bill '

which Is to be found on our statute 1»ooks."
Similar opinions, expressed by numerous others of the in

eminent men of the democratic party, 1 could cite you to, ra
but imagine that the above will be sufficient, and to justi- th
lv me in the opinions I have expressed. Identical with ththese opinions is the opinion of Mr. Polk, as will be seen by
the following letter, dated

"Columbia, Tenn., June 19, 1844.
"Dear sib: I have received recently several letteig in 7

reference to my opinions on the subject of the tariff, and ''L

among otln-rs yours of the :toth ultimo. My opinions on «>r
this subject haveboen often given to the public. They are th
to be found in my public acts, and in the public diKcussions prin which 1 have participated.

"I am in fovor of a taiifl'for revenue, uuchnn one as will t,(
yield n sufficient amount to the treasury to defray the expensesof the government economically administered. In
adjusting the details of a revenue tariff, I have heretofore
sanctioned such moderate discriminating duties is would
produce the amount of revenue needed, and at the same time *c
afford reasonable incidental protection to our home Indus- th
try. 1 am opposed to a tariff for protection merely, and not di
for revmtc. .

"Acting upon these general principles, it is well known
that gave my support to the policy of General JacksonV
administration on this subject I voted against the tarifl ill

- act of 1898 I voted for the act of 1839, which contained lo
modification* of some of the objectionable provisions of the
act of 1898. As a member of the Committee of Ways and la

Means of the (louse of Representatives, I gave my assent to he
a bill reported bv that committee in December, 1839. ma w
king further modifications of the act of 1829, and making walso discriminations in the imposition of the duties which it
proposed. That bill did not pass, but was superseded by
the bill commonly called the compromise biil, for which «fl

ivoted. f. f\[]
In my judgment, it is the duty of government to extend, p

as far as it may be practicable to do so bv its revenue laws.
and all other means within its power, fair and just protec- cb
tiontoall the great interests of the whole Union, embra ill

r cing agriculture, manufactures, the mechanic arts, com ,,f
merce, and navigation 1 heartily approve the resolutions '«
upon this subject, passed by the democratic national con-
vention, lately assembled at Baltimore. W

, "1 am, with great respect, dear sir, nti
MYour obedient servant,

"JAMES K. POI.K.
"Joitn K. Kasr, esq., Philadelphia."
Mr. Polk, in his inaugural addrefs, reiterates the

opinions expressed in his letter to Mr. Kane, and

;add,: Z
"The power 'to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, |f<and excises,' was an indispensable one to be conferred on

i the federal government, which, without it, would possess w

no means ofproviding for its own support In executing fju
this power by levying a tarifl of duties forthe simport ol A]
government, the raising of revenue should be the object, and

i protection the incident. To reverse this principle, and make
. protection the object, and rtrmue the incident, would betoin- *a

flirt mnifest injustice upon all other than the protected in- ar
forests- In levying dull s for revenue, it is doubtless prop- jn

f er to make such discriminations within the mmbm printi- ,

i pie, as will afford incidental protection to our home interests.Within the revenue limit, there is a discretion to dis- w

Criminate; beyond that limit, the rightful exercise of the cl
1 power is not conceded. The Incidental protection afforded
t to our home interests by discriminations within the revenue
r range, it is believed will be ample In making discrimina- ni

r tions, all our home Interests should, as far as practibable, el
n equally protected." w

* It wfl» on thin doctrine of dincrivnination for the T

proienion 01 nmonoui lauur, wnnin ure .

rstandard, thai Mr. Polk was elected the Preaident ai

of the Unted States. He could not have boon electedupon any other. A doctrine which I will notaup- tfl

J pose him to have abandoned, until ha ahall have vc- it
r

toed a bill founded upon theae principles, or until la
; he ahall have clearly and unequivocally disavowed ai
[ them in some other manner. p

I do not doubt, therefore, the constitutional pow- u

{ er, nor the policy and propriety and duty in Con_greaa, in laying a tariff for revenue, to discriminate le
within the revenue standard »r limit for the i«

I protection of American industry, an as to place it g
in fair competition with foreign labor; and in this I p
differ from my friends of the I'ree-trado parly. ei

} ""But I differ from the protection party, because I
_

think they abuse an essential constitutional power, n

by sustaining the act of 1842, and resisting any ti

II' modification of it, however unjust are some of iu p
I, principles, and however oppressive it ia in its ope- u

ration upon the South and West particularly, and o
* upon the laboring classes generally throughout the b

Union.because they oppoee any change or amend- it
|C ment to It, aa if it were perfect in itself, and to be tl

held, like the laws of the Medea and Persians, unal- a

w tetable. f
w

Taxation should be made to approximate as (
nearly aa possible to that point which would impose

iis bunions upon individuals 111 proportion to ih«»
ability to pay, and to tiis amount of protection
which they derive from the government.In levying and collecting a tax by means of a
tariff, I wouhl, then, have for the object the raising of
revenue, and the raisin# of no mere revenue inan
would be necessary, in addition lo the proceeds of
(he sales of (he public lands, and the other resources
iff ihe government, to the iwynient of ite debts, and
an economical administration of its affaire. Then I
would discriminate between articles of necessityand articles of luxury. 1 would discriminate betweenthe productions of American and foreign labor,so as to place the American in fair competitionwith the foreign.looking, in the exerciee of that
discrimination, to the interests of the whoje country,so as to impose the burdens of taxation as fairlyas possible upon the whole country, and not unjustlyoppress one portiou for the benefit of anulher.
Governed by these principles, I could not but bo

jpposed to many of the principles of the act of 1843.Let us examine a In tie into some of the provinonsof the uct of 1843, and see how they operate.Wh.it kin.I oi discrimination iW» a make Whomloss it protect? Almost ail of ns discriminations'or protection are in favor of the manufacturer, to
he neglect and injury of the agricultural classes.
Vnd instead of discriminating in favor of the ne<-earnlea of life, end the articles consumed by the la

oriugclasses, and against luxuries and the articles
onsumrd by the wealthier classes, which would lie
he (rue and just discrimination, so as to bring the
lurdsn of taxation upon the shoulders of those
noel able to bear them, its discriminations are preciselyof the opposite character, and the burdens of
axat.oo are thrown by it upon the laboring andiroducing classes of all descriptions.The first article which presents itself in the listif the act of 1843 is that of wool, one of the greatgricullural staples The law provides that on wool
osting in tha foreign market 7 cents jwr pound and
inder, there shall be a duty of I per cent, on theislue, and on all other wool a duty of 30 per cttU
i|M>n the value, and 3 Centa per pound specific.This wool, costing under 7 cents per pound, is the
Smyrna, Mosadore, Texas, South American, andnher wools from which the jeans, linseys, caaamets,
oarse cloths, dec., which are worn by the laboringlaaaes, are manufactured, and which comes in diectcompetition with the wool-growem in this
ountry. On this wool a duty ia laid of five perenl. for the protection of the farmer, and on the
rticle manufactured from it a duty of 40 percent.laid for the benefit of the manufacturer; thua afordmglo the manufacturing eight times the protrr.ion which ia given to the agricultural interest In
set the tax is not a protection to the domestic wool
I all; on tha contrary, the manufacturers, instead
if purchasing the domestic wool, resort to the forignproducers for their supplies, and since ihe arc
f 1842, have imported immenae quantities. The
mporiation of this kind of wool in the year 1843-'44
res 1 3,808,645 pounds, at an average coat of about
4 cents per pound in the foreign market; the eonequenceof which waa disastrous upon the farmer*.
'here was a redundancy of domestic wool in the
market, prices fell, and the growers had to aerk the
ireign instead of the domeatic market. At the
ame time, the attempt is made to blind the eyeaf the wool-growers, bv placing a duty of 30 per
ent. ad valorem, and 3 cents per pound specific,
pon wool costing over 7 rents, of whirh but small
nporlaiions were made.only 199.763 pounds in
re year 1843-'44.it being the finest kind of 8axnyand other foreign wool; some coating, in the
ireign market, as high as 63 cents per pound, and
II on an average of 49 cents per pound in the foreigntarket, and not coming in competition with the doleattcproduction.
On the other hand, the tax on the articles of nesssaryconsumption to the farmer are enormous
n salt, 8 cents per bushel, or about 120 per cent, on
a value; on glass, from 94 to 150 per cent.; chains,
om 30 to 175 |>ercenl.; plough lines and bed-cords, i
om 85 to 130 per cent.; cotton goods, from 95 to
SO per cent.
Take this article of cotton goods, to ahuw one of

is most unjust provisions of this act of 1842, and
le onerous burdens which it imposes upon the la- ;
oring classes. The act contains what is called n
rmmum duty, which I will explain. The law dearealhateotton goods shall pay a duty of 30 per
;nt. on their value. This appears fair enough.ving ample protection to the manufacturer, and
nposing a fair revenue duty. But the law doea not
op here. It goes on to provide thst cotton.*, costing jthe foreign market not exceeding 20 ccnta p- r
juare yaru, shall be valued at 20 cents and taxed at
ist value. How doea this operate.' The cotton
om by the great mats of the people in thia couny.thelaboring clasaea of all descriptions.costa, :
the foreign market, about 6 cents per yard on the
n rage. What duty it paid upon it? Tue law says
au must value it at 20 cents, and fixes the duty at
1 per cent., or 6 cents per yard.one hundred per
mi. upon the coat.
On the other hand, the cottons worn by the
ealthier classes, costing over 20 ccn's abroad, i|ty but 30 per cent. Thus, the article consumed
Ir the laboring classes.by the farmers and ntelanics.istaxed twice or three times as muchthat consumed by the wealthier '-Usees.if
>t entirely prohibited and excluded from the marit,and a monopoly given to the manufacturer.
Then, in relation to the prints, or calicoes as thev
e usually called. The taw says that they shail
taxed at 30 per cent, upon their vaiue, which
ems fair enough. But here this minimum principleapplied again to throw the burden of taxation
>on the laboring classes. If the prints cost in the
reign market, not exceeding 30 cents per squaretrd, the law Rtys that they shall be valued at 39
nts, and taxed at 30 per cent, upon this arbitraryid not upon the real vaiue. How does this ope
id: i no pmiui uncu ujr ure mooring classes ariosewhich would cost in the foreign market, on
e average, from 15 to 16 cents; and this has to
ly as much tax ns the article used by the wealthier
lures, which onsts in the foreign market over 30
nts. Thus, by the operation of this minimum
ity arc the laboring classes, compelled to pay two
three times the tax on the article consumed by
em more than the wealthier classes are made to
ty upon the value of the article of their consumpm.
Many instances of this kind could be pointed out
the act of 1812; hut I will not detain the rommitewith there. There are some other things in this

:t which have the same operation.a great many of
c duties are what are called called tprcific dulits.
ities having no regard to the value of the article,
it depending upon (he weight; or laid upon the
nnre yard.or the pair, Ac. Let me make an
ustrution or two of the way in which this is made
operate by the act of 1842. Silks are, for instanre,
xed at £3 50 on the pound. The strong, Arm,
lavy article of black silk is usually worn by the
ives and daughters of the farmer and the mechanic,
ho are able to afford these luxuries, which urc verysirable and comfortable to them, when they can
lord it. A yard ofthis kind of silk will weigh
mut twice as much as a yard of the fine figured
retich silks, which are worn by the wealthier
isses, which cost two er three times as much in
e foreign market. Thej both pay §2 50 per
rend; the operation of which is to tax the laboring
issea two, three, and four times as much as the
calthier classes are taxed upon this article of conimption.
Again, take laces, an article of very general conimpiion.Every family throughout the country
ic more or less of this article The silk laces nrp

(pensive and used chiefly, almost eniirely, by 'he
eallhhr classes. The cotton laces are cheap, and
ted chiefly by the laboring classes. On the s-lk
ces the dnty is $2 50 per pound An invoice
orth $1,000, weighing twenty pounds, would pay
)0, or 5 per cent. iax. An invoice ofcotton Isce of
1,000 value, pays a duty of $200, or 20 per cent..
c laboring classes being made to pay four times the
x paid by the wealthier classes, on the value of ihe
tides consumed by them. Thus are high duli's
iposed on neressaries, or luxuries if y«ni please,
popular consirmption; and low ones on artieles

hich find their market only among the wealthier
eases.
Again: take the artie.le of boots, which are taxied
a) nfr nsir: ihe bonis worn htr tl,n tshnrinn
aMM would cost, «ay $3 par pair, anil those hy the
anltliier classes, any flfi per pair, on the a» rage,
hns the laboring claenee are compelled to pay twice
much aa the wealthier classes on the value of this
tide of conaumption.
Take the article of liquor*, which I ndmit ought
be (objected to a high duly; hot nee the inequ»ly.On apirituoua liquora, mostly consumed hy the
boring classes, the tar is specific, ranging from
xty cents to one dollar per gallon, according to the
roof, and amounting to from 132 to 261 |>cr cent,
pen the value.
The highest duty on wine is sixty cents per galin,and the highest, when reduced to an ad valorem,
67 per cent.; and the champagne, an article of

reatest consumption among the wealthier class,
ays a duty of only forty cents per gallon, which in
qnsl to but ltce/ee per eenf. on the value.
Though the hill now under consideration remedies
lany of the evils under the existing law, yet it in

oducesothers equally objectionable and more oprestiveto the western country; and I am opposed
j it as it now stsnds. If the West ia compelled to
hooae between the eel of 1842 and the bill reported
y the committee, the fate of the West is clesr. She
i to he taxed in every branch of her industry for
he lienefit of the North, if the act of 1842 stands,
nd for the benefit of the South, if this bill passes
n endeavoring to avoid 8rylla, she is drawn into
Tharybdla Let western men look to it that in <hi«
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